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APPLICANT'S INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

Sir; 

Applicant hereby submits this Interview Summary regarding the telephonic interview 
with. Examiner his Ghaii and Applicant's attorneys William J. McNichol, Jr. (with Maryeiien. 
Feehery Hank and Jenny Papatolis Johnson present) on April 28, 201 0. Applicant farther 
submits an Interview Summary for the follow-up telephonic interview with Examiner Isis Ghaii 
and Applicant's attorney Jenny Papatolis Johnson on May 5, 2010. 
April 28, 2610 Examiner Interview 

Claims 4, 5, 8-12 and 34-50 and Examiner's 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first and second paragraph 
rejections were discussed. The Declaration of Eugene H. Cans, Ph.D., filed on April 7, 2010, 
was also discussed. 

Applicant's attorneys pointed out that insoluble, dennatologically active ingredients are 
widely known in the art. Applicant's attorneys referenced the Declaration of Eugene H. (Jans, 
Ph. D. (a person of ordinary skill in the art) and the evidence attached thereto to support this 
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statement >pp' <>. .< - atun ne\ s turther emphasized that given that insoluble, dermatologically 
active ingredients are widely known in the art, one skilled in the art would be able to apply this 
base knowie < > ins >h ' ■ lermatologicall a ive ii jred ent w + 1 tl disclosures in 
Applicant's specification to practice Applicant's invention. 

Applicant's attorneys also pointed out that relative terms, such as 'less than about" and 
"up to about" are not indefinite. Examiner Ghaii indicated that removing the term "about" from 
the claims may lead to allowable subject matter and Applicant's attorneys indicated that such a 
proposal may be agreeable. 

Examiner Ghali indicated thai she would consider Applicant's arguments and the 
Declaration of Eugene H. Gans, Ph.D. in due course. 
May 5, 2010 Examiner Interview 

Examiner Isis Ghaii contacted Applicant's attorney Jenny Papatolis Johnson on May 5, 
2010 indicating that the application is in condition for allowance subject to the following 
changes: 

(!) Removing "about" in claims 4, 34 and 35 so that, the relevant, portions read as follows, 
(a) claim 4, lines 10- .1 1 : "benzoyl peroxide particles of less than 50 microns" 
(h) claim 34, lines 10-1 1 : ''active ingredient comprises particles of up to 300 microns" 
(c )c!aim 35, lines 10-1 1; "active ingredient comprises particles of less than 50 microns" 

(2) Authorization to cancel the withdrawn claims that are directed to a non-elected invention 

with traverse. 

Applicant's attorney agreed with the Examiner's proposal and authorized the Examiner to amend 
the claims by Examiner's Amendment. 
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Applicant does not believe any fee is required for this Interview Summary; however, 
m the event any fee is required, the Commissioner is authorized to charge Deposit Account 
No. 18-0586. 



Re spec tf a 1 ly s u bm itted , 



/Jenny Papatolis Johnson/ 
William J. MeNiehol Jr. 
Registration No. 31,179 
Maryelien feehery Hank 
Registration No. 44,677 
Jenny Papatolis Johnson 
Registration No. 61,284 
REED SMITH LLP 
2500 One Liberty Place 
1 650 Market Street 
Philadelphia, PA 1 9 1 03-730.1 
(215) 85 1-8 100 

Attorneys for Applicant 
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